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Evaluation Criteria: 

Please give each evaluation item a numeric rating on a 5-point scale, along with an explanation 
for each point rating. 

Questions 
Rating Result 

[Poor] 1-5 [Excellent] 

1. The title is clear and it is adequate to the content of the article. 2 

(a brief explanation is recommendable) 

The title is too long, several words can be removed. It can be stated as: 

ÉVALUATION DES PRATIQUES PHYTOSANITAIRES PAYSANNES DANS LES VERGERS DE CACAO DANS LE DÉPARTEMENT DE 

DALOA,  CÔTE D’IVOIRE 

2. The abstract clearly presents objects, methods and results. 3 

(An explanation is recommendable) 

The abstracts in French as well as in English contain the necessary information but should be rewrite 
by removing all the parts in yellow 

 

 

3. There are grammatical errors and spelling mistakes in this article.  3 

(a brief explanation is recommendable) 

Few grammatical errors; I corrected some of them (in red) other (in yellow) should be corrected 

4. The study methods are explained clearly. 4 



(An explanation is recommendable) 

Need some corrections 

5. The body of the paper is clear and does not contain errors. 4 

(An explanation is recommendable) 

Ok but need some corrections 

6. The conclusions or summary are accurate and supported by the 
content. 

4 

(An explanation is recommendable) 

 

7. The references are comprehensive and according to the APA 
citation style. 

(All the sources in the list of references are cited in the content and vice 
versa) 

4 

(a brief explanation is recommendable) 

 

 

 

Overall Recommendation (mark an X with your recommendation)： 

Accepted, no revision needed  

Accepted, minor revisions needed x 

Return for major revision and resubmission  

Reject  

 

Comments and Suggestions to the Author(s): 

Need to take into account all the suggestions I have made.  

 

 

Comments and Suggestions to the Editors Only: 

This paper can be published but the authors should take into account the recommendation in the text 

(yellow) and in the revision marks 

 

 

 


